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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawing objection noted in the Office action mailed 29 December 2005 has been 
obviated by the cancellation of claims 15-21. 

Specification 

2. The substitute specification filed 02 May 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22, 23, 26-30 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miyoshi (US-5908093) in view of Pfeiffer (DE-10033698-A1). 

a. Claims 22 and 26: Miyoshi teaches a self-standing walking stick, as broadly 
recited, insofar as the structure stands by itself and is used to aid a person who is walking. 
Miyoshi further teaches a plurality of casters (51) provided at the four corners of the 
rectangular plan view of the device (4:37-42); a horizontal grip (53A) and first and 
second extensible vertical rods (55B, 55C) connected to both ends of the grip (53A); a 
bag (26 and 54B in FIG. 5) attached to the internal or external face of the bag; the lower 
end sections (55B) of the vertical rods are fixed at the long side of the rectangular plan 
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view of the device. The vertical rods are curved from the one long side toward a 
direction placing the grip at a center section (FIG. 5, 6:48-51). 

Miyoshi lacks a horizontal loading table per se. However, Miyoshi depicts an 
embodiment where a horizontal member or table separates the bag from the casters (for 
example in FIG. 4 between the casters 21 and the bag 26) and mentions an embodiment 
where the vertical rods are attached to the exterior of the bag (for example 5:23-25). 
Pfeiffer teaches a wheeled bag having the bag (20) detachably attached (13, 14, 16, 17, 
22, 23, 26) on the horizontal loading table (18). Such an arrangement permits 
replacement of a worn bag. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Miyoshi to 
include a detachably attached bag rather than having the casters attached directly to the 
bag, in order to permit replacement of a worn bag. 

Further, Miyoshi is silent as to the size of the casters. However, when the 
Miyoshi bag is supported on the casters it is pushed in the longitudinal direction using the 
grip when in its extended position (for example 5:48-52) and can be used as a walking 
stick. Therefore, the size of the casters would be a matter of design choice and the within 
the level of ordinary skill in the art of wheeled walking sticks. Since the Miyoshi device 
is used for the same purpose as the present invention, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the casters 30-60 
mm in diameter in order to allow the casters to roll freely while using the bag as a 
walking stick. 
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b. Claim 23: The use of plastic in lieu of the material used in the references solves 
no stated problem and would have been an obvious matter of design choice within the 
skill of the art at the time the invention was made. In this particular case, a plastic 
horizontal table would reduce the weight of the device, i.e., an expected result. 

In support of this position, the examiner notes that the court in In re Kuhle 
188USPQ 7 (CCPA 1975) held that the use of a means of electrical connection in lieu of 
those used in the references solves no stated problem and would be an obvious matter of 
design choice within the skill of the art, citing In re Launder, 42 CCPA 886, 222 F.2d 
371, 105 USPQ 446 (1955); Flour City Architectural Metals v. Alpana Aluminum 
Products, Inc., 454 F. 2d 98, 172 USPQ 341 (8th Cir. 1972); National Connector Corp. v. 
Malco Manufacturing Co., 392 F.2d 766. 157 USPQ 401 (8th Cir.) cert, denied, 393 U.S. 
923, 159 USPQ 799(1968). 

c. Claim 27: The height of the Miyoshi grip is 60-100 cm (6:24-30). 

d. Claim 28: Stoppers stop the vertical rods (for example 51 1 in FIG. 8; 5:45-48). 

e. Claims 29 and 33: Miyoshi teaches a self-standing walking stick, as broadly 
recited, insofar as the structure stands by itself and is used to aid a person who is walking. 
Miyoshi further teaches a plurality of casters (51) provided at the four corners of the 
rectangular plan view of the device (4:37-42); a horizontal grip (53A) and first and 
second extensible vertical rods (55B, 55C) connected to both ends of the grip (53A); a 
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bag (26 and 54B in FIG. 5) attached to the internal or external face of the bag; the lower 
end sections (55B) of the vertical rods are fixed at the long side of the rectangular plan 
view of the device. The vertical rods are tilted from the one long side toward a direction 
placing the grip at a center section (FIG. 5, 6:48-51). 

Miyoshi lacks a horizontal loading table per se. However, Miyoshi depicts an 
embodiment where a horizontal member or table separates the bag from the casters (for 
example in FIG. 4 between the casters 21 and the bag 26) and mentions an embodiment 
where the vertical rods are attached to the exterior of the bag (for example 5:23-25). 
Pfeiffer teaches a wheeled bag having the bag (20) detachably attached (13, 14, 16, 17, 
22, 23, 26) on the horizontal loading table (18). Such an arrangement permits 
replacement of a worn bag. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Miyoshi to 
include a detachably attached bag rather than having the casters attached directly to the 
bag, in order to permit replacement of a worn bag. 

Further, Miyoshi is silent as to the size of the casters. However, when the 
Miyoshi bag is supported on the casters it is pushed in the longitudinal direction using the 
grip when in its extended position (for example 5:48-52) and can be used as a walking 
stick. Therefore, the size of the casters would be a matter of design choice and the within 
the level of ordinary skill in the art of wheeled walking sticks. Since the Miyoshi device 
is used for the same purpose as the present invention, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the casters 30-60 
mm in diameter in order to allow the casters to roll freely while using the bag as a 
walking stick. 
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f. Claim 30: The use of plastic in lieu of the material used in the references solves 
no stated problem and would have been an obvious matter of design choice within the 
skill of the art at the time the invention was made. In this particular case, a plastic 
horizontal table would reduce the weight of the device, i.e., an expected result. 

In support of this position, the examiner notes that the court in In re Kuhle 
188USPQ 7 (CCPA 1975) held that the use of a means of electrical connection in lieu of 
those used in the references solves no stated problem and would be an obvious matter of 
design choice within the skill of the art, citing In re Launder, 42 CCPA 886, 222 F.2d 
371, 105 USPQ 446 (1955); Flour City Architectural Metals v. Alpana Aluminum 
Products, Inc., 454 F. 2d 98, 172 USPQ 341 (8th Cir. 1972); National Connector Corp. v. 
Malco Manufacturing Co., 392 F.2d 766. 157 USPQ 401 (8th Cir.) cert, denied, 393 U.S. 
923, 159 USPQ 799(1968). 

g. Claim 34: The height of the Miyoshi grip is 60-100 cm (6:24-30). 

h. Claim 35: Stoppers stop the vertical rods (for example 51 1 in FIG. 8). 
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4. Claims 24, 25, 3 1 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyoshi (US-5908093) and Pfeiffer (DE-10033698-A1) as applied to claims 23 and 30 
respectively above, and further in view of Galichowski (US-6024376). 

Golichowski teaches the use of a plastic horizontal table (13) having lengthwise 
and crosswise ribs on the lower face of the table (see FIG.9). Such an arrangement 
provides strength and support for items placed on the table. The outermost vertical walls 
of the table (13) are connected to connection pipes (FIG.6), as broadly recited. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the Miyoshi and Pfeiffer combination, as applied to claims 
23 and 30 above, to include a plastic horizontal table (13) having lengthwise and 
crosswise ribs on the lower face of the table, such as taught by Golichowski, in order to 
provide strength and support for items placed on the horizontal table. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 36-42 are allowed. 
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Response to Arguments 
6. Applicants arguments filed 02 May 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Page 12: Applicant argues that a "frame type " walking stick as recited in claims 22 and 
29 is lighter than a "load type" frame. 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) because they amount 
to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR LI 1 1(c) because they do not 
clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view 
of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited. Further, they do not show how the 
amendments avoid such references. 

Page 13: Applicant argues that the patentability of claims 22 and 29 lies in the vertical 
rods fixed to the horizontal loading table and the bag detachably attached to the 
horizontal loading table. In support applicant discusses each reference individually, 
rather than the combination of references. 

In response to the mentioned elements, the same limitations were included in 
claims 1 and 8 (now cancelled) and are present in the combination of references as 
applied above. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
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Conclusion 



7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamara L. Graysay whose telephone number is 571-272-6728. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter M. Cuomo, can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA)or 571-272-1000. 
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